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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This study shows how coagulation–flocculation performs in real tannery wastewater rather than ideal laboratory solutions. It clearly demonstrates the practical challenges and reduced efficiency caused by the complexity of real effluents. The results offer useful, real-world insights for improving wastewater treatment, especially in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the objective and scope of the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, minor typographical errors should be corrected, also strengthen the abstract to briefly acknowledge the reduced treatment efficiency observed in real wastewater compared to synthetic solutions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The units used for the coagulant concentration (Al³⁺ at 41.3 g·L⁻¹) should be clearly clarified, as the reported value may cause confusion regarding its practical applicability. In addition, the extremely high BOD₅ values reported for tannery A should be carefully rechecked or more thoroughly explained to ensure data reliability and proper interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include both classical and recent literature. Some recent references (2023–2025) are appropriately cited. Author may add 1–2 recent studies specifically addressing coagulation–flocculation of dyes in real industrial wastewater matrices for broader international comparison.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is overall clear, but it would benefit from moderate language revision. A number of grammatical issues, repetitive expressions, and minor inconsistencies in terminology and units are noticeable throughout the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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